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Abstract 
After gaining independence following the collapse of the Soviet Union, the Central Asian states started to reform their political 
systems in accordance with universally accepted principals of democracy. However, certain Western democratic principles were 
rejected due 
states are attempting to develop their own paths towards democracy by fusing established democratic standards with their own 
cultural and political norms. 
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1. Introduction 
At present, new risks and challenges to national, regional, and international security include international 
terrorism, distribution of weapons of mass destruction, national and ethnic conflicts, illegal drug trafficking, and 
organized crime.  Another issue that should be added to the list is the problem of democratic development or 
development. Weak states with inadequate democratic structures, political freedoms and human rights, and rampant 
corruption are the main threat to the stability of the international community. 
When analyzing the transition to democracy in Central Asia, a conceptual framework of democracy, governance 
and development proposed by Dr. 
three essential things to keep in mind when studying democratic governance the what, the how and the why: what 
makes up democratic governance (institutions, processes and practices), how governance is democratic (key 
principles of democracy as a form of governance) and why governance becomes democratic (internal and external 
ition to 
democracy through the prism of these inter-connected factors can help us better understand these processes, the 
achieved results and the perceived failures.    
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2. Development of political systems in Central Asia 
 
After gaining independence following the collapse of the Soviet Union, the Central Asian states started to reform 
their political systems in accordance with universally accepted principals of democracy. These principles, including 
respect for human rights, legislative elections, institution of the presidency, and the supremacy of international law, 
were written into the national constitutions. The process of establishing political systems based on institutions and 
processes of democratic governance in Central Asia seemed to have been largely completed by the middle of 1990s. 
At present, all Central Asian states have free elections, multiparty systems and parliaments. Thus, it seems that the 
Central Asian countries responded to the first challenge of the conceptual framework  making up democratic 
governance - successfully. 
However, these countries continue to be criticized, both by international institutions and domestic civil societies, 
for not fully adhering to these democratic principles in practice, i.e., their democracies being de jure rather than de 
facto. Therefore, while the Central Asian states successfully created institutions of democratic governance, they 
failed to fully execute the second challenge  to accept democracy as the dominating governing principle.  
There are many factors 
the transition periods were rather short. After the Soviet Union collapsed, there was not enough time for the Central 
Asian states to go through a gradual, evolutionary transition from being members of the Union with its centralized 
power and economic structures. Instead, these countries faced an exciting but very challenging task of setting up 
frameworks for independent governments in a very short amount of time. Second, these countries set to build 
democratic institutions on historical and cultural foundations that were unequivocally different. It would be 
extremely hard, if not impossible, to build a lawful state with a market economy and a robust civil society  these 
basic social and economic preconditions for democracy  in a country with no prior experience with democratic 
institutions of authority, liberal social mentality or private ownership. Historical experience with governance in the 
region did not include delegation of power, when all members of a community could participate, on equal rights, in 
any governing or decision-making processes. As a result, the Central Asian states developed a particular pattern of 
thorities either failing to involve their citizens at all, or, at best, 
limiting their access to political processes. The opposition also remains weak and unable to participate 
constructively in democratic processes, as it is fragmented and lacks clear strategy or defined political goals. 
By the middle of 1990s, when it became obvious that establishing a parliament and conducting democratic 
elections did not necessarily result in effective democratic reforms, Central Asian scholars and policymakers moved 
on 
being considered and debated in each state. These special paths to democracy, supported by all Central Asian 
presidents as well as the rest of the 
traditions, culture and mentality, as opposed to the Western models of democracy, based on abstract, foreign to the 
region principles, and imposed on these populations. However, some independent scholars argued that other 
-economic development, where goals of robust economic development precede any 
political reforms and dominate state agendas, defined this shift to nationalistic approaches to democratic 
development. 
choosing to emula
democracies, although still considered to be universally recognized democratic states. Thus, regional political 
policies, and as symbols and guarantors of the nation and state power.  
Proponents of authoritarian regimes believe that moderate and rational authoritarianism is the best vehicle for 
the Central Asian region are particular syntheses of democracy (as institutions, but not goals) and national traditions.   
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However, the expansion of presidential powers has a major impact on the quality of democratic institutions and 
the processes, leading to decreased access, participation in the elections, rule of law, transparency. Moreover, 
traditional democratic freedoms, such as freedom of speech, freedom of press, freedom of religion, and freedom of 
association, are either suppressed or severely limited in these societies. The presidents of Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan 
and Uzbekistan have consistently attempted to not only strengthen their positions but also to essentially concentrate 
all political power within the executive branches of their respective governments. As a result, all other branches of 
state power were considerably weakened and became more and more dependent on the executive branch as a source 
of their authority. 
While all Central Asian regimes tend to focus on issues of internal and external stability and security, they choose 
to either completely ignore or pay minimal attention to problems of democratization. However, these countries 
should continue to keep issues of democratization on their political agendas and work on strengthening democratic 
institutions in their societies, if they wish to be considered as recognized and members of international community. 
Therefore, the challenge that Central Asian scholars and policymakers face is the issue of combining universal 
democratic standards with specifics of regional development, and of developing democratic models that would be 
appropriate and acceptable in political cultures of the Central Asian nations, but at the same time would remain true 
to universal standards of democratic development. Scholars and policymakers should also recognize that the 
political systems that are currently established in the countries of Central Asia are hardly unique. All existing 
regional regimes demonstrate authoritarian elements, both positive and negative, that are present in dozens of other, 
similar political systems throughout the world.  
 
3. model of democracy 
 
Political pluralism and a multi-party system are regarded today not only as basic principles of a democratic 
society, but also as fundamental prerequisites of democracy in general. In this context, Kazakhstan, which declares 
 
Opposition parties are critical to democratic processes in the Republic of Kazakhstan, although their activities 
today, only one   supports the government, while the remaining nine are 
united in opposition. The opposition can be loosely divided into two camps  
their criticism of the current government, but willing to look for compromises and accept constructive cooperation 
 
According to the results of the latest parliamentary elections, held in January 2012, out of seven political parties 
participating in the elections  the People's Democratic Party Nur Otan, the Democratic Party of Kazakhstan  Ak 
Jol, the Party of Patriots of Kazakhstan, the Kazakhstan Social Democratic Party Aul, the Democratic Party Adilet, 
the National Social Democratic Party (NSDP), and the Communist People's Party of Kazakhstan  only two, Nur 
Otan and Ak Jol, managed to clear the 7% threshold. 
level that developed nations have achieved  -
ready for drastic changes. When our neighbors in Kyrgyzstan tried to establish complete freedom of democracy, it 
led to such cataclysms that the
 
ered to be the 
only Central Asian state that has managed to successfully complete certain political and economic reforms. The 
people of Kazakhstan enjoy economic and political stability, steady rise of living standards, a multiparty pluralist 
system, and respect and recognition by the international community.  
, fit into standard 
Western models of democratic development. The current political system in Kazakhstan can be characterized by a 
combination of limited pluralism and possibilities for political participation with successful market reforms. 
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There were several distinctive stages of political development of modern Kazakhstan and the establishment of the 
current independent state. From 1991, when Kazakhstan gained independence from the Soviet Union, until 1995, 
when the Constitution was adopted, the country was focused on overcoming centrifugal tendencies and preventing 
possible disintegration of the state, on establishing a new, independent statehood, on transforming its system from 
the dictatorship of one party to multi-party pluralism, and on promoting democratic evolution.  
From 1995 until 2000, the main focus was on establishing and consolidating modern democratic institutions and 
on forming a new political culture based on the Constitution, adopted by the national referendum in 1995. Adopting 
economic transformation as well as political reforms. The September 1998 presidential address outlined the 
among other things, was aimed at strengthening t
system, which made it possible for political parties to compete in the parliamentary elections of December 1999, 
both indirectly  by supporting their candidates in the election districts, and directly  by producing party lists for a 
single nationwide district. As a result, the 1999 parliamentary elections produced the first real political party 
competition in Kazakhstan. Therefore, the Republic of Kazakhstan proved to be successful in establishing a stable 
rights and liberties were ensured, and the 
-term development.  
The following five years, from 2001 to 2006, could be considered as a convincing evidence of the correctness of 
the chosen course: the country witnessed socio-economic advances, and initial democratic traditions of Kazakhstan 
as a multinational and multi-confessional society had been firmly established.  
At present, Kazakhstan finds itself at a new stage of political development, concentrating on developing practical 
proposals for key directions of political modernization. These proposals are the result of team work, based on input 
from major social and political forces in the country. This work was re
Thereby the president started to lead the country towards a more democratic and institutionally stable political 
system, with a more balanced division of power between the executive and legislative branches. At the same time, in 
May 2007, the parliament approved an unprecedented change in laws that lifted the two-term restriction on the 
presidency and allowed Nazarbayev to be president for life, rendering the existing five-year term of office 
meaningless. Simultaneously, the president was given a right to serve as a formal leader of the Nur Otan Party, 
thereby strengthening his influence over the parliament, the government and society. 
The power ensuring the most effective management of society and state, providing political stability and 
mod
comparison with other post-Soviet states. 
Kazakhstan has gone through different stages of political development and experimented with various models of 
political stabilization. At present, the Republic is in the process of searching for a new optimal stabilization model.  
 
4. Prospects for future developments 
 
system to a presidential-
parliamentary form of governance is inseparable from the issue of the transfer of presidential power. Future 
liberalization and democratization of the Kazakhstan society depends on final result of that process. 
There are three models of possible power transfer for Kazakhstan to choose from: the Russian model of choosing 
represented by recent events in Ukraine, Georgia and Kyrgyzstan, where presidential power was transferred to the 
opposition political elite.  
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outcome. Transferring presidential power to a chosen successor would allow for most political stability, while 
passing power on to a family member, as in was done Azerbaijan, or allowing for a complete regime change, as it 
happened in Ukraine, Georgia and Kyrgyzstan, would most likely bring serious consequences, running high risk of 
redistribution of property, inter-elite conflicts, and possibly a civil war, that would affect both the political elite and 
ordinary people. 
Regardless of the path the country moves on, there is a consensus among the political elite in Kazakhstan that it 
would be necessary to continue to support economic stability and democratic political development. Kazakhstan 
-exist with strong 
presidential power. The political elite obviously wish to preserve the status-quo but simultaneously develop 
tendencies towards liberalization.  
 
5. Conclusion: regional democracies in search of their own paths 
  
The main reasons why the Central Asian states have not been able to fully adopt Western democratic models and 
seem to have transitioned away from the universally accepted democratic values and standards are defined by both 
internal and external factors. The internal factors include specifics of each regional state
social, cultural and religious development.  
of democratic values, such as civil society, public elections, and independent media, that need to be accepted and 
 progress on 
their paths to democracy, they still face long and challenging roads ahead.     
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